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Clearing

Tablet Neglected!
for Years Fills
Out Chronology
to Deluge.

SMALL tablet of baked clay
A broken into three fragments,

which had been lying unno-
ticed in the Nippur Library col-
lection of the University Museum
at Philadelphia for more than twenty
years, has just been the means of
restoring more than five hundred
years of anclent history. Translated
by Dr. Leon Legrain, Curator of the
Museum’s Babylonian Section, it has
turned out to be the missing part of
a huge chronological tablet widely
couled and circulated at the time of
Abraham, which gave the names of
dynasties and kings back to the De-
luge.

Numerous coples of parts of these
tablets have been dug up in various
parts of Mesopotamia by American,
British, French and German explor-
ers, but by some singular misfortune
all- the fragments heretofore found
were minus the columns listing the
Sumerian dynasties between 3,500
and 3,000 B. C.. From that year on
archaeologists have been able to re-
comstruct the framework of Baby-
lonian history with remarkable ac-
curacy, but until the new find they
had no means of determining the
onder of dynasties earlier than 3,000
B. C. some of the names of which
were known.

A Gap of 500 Years.

Not only does the new tablet glve
this chronology, but it also gives
the names of four dynasties hereto-
fore unknown, the names of sev-
eral kings which are not found eise-
where in ancient records, and con-
siderable other information of al-
most incalculable walue to the ar-
chaeologist. Incidentally, it appears
to dispose of the mystery of Azag-
Bau, the woman credited in an earlier
tablet with founding the dynasty of
Kish in 2875 and who was said to
have reigned for 100 years. The
present tablet asserts that it was
Basha-Enzu, the son of Azag-Bau,
who really founded this dynasty, and
makes no mention of her ruling.

“Chronology is the framework” of
history,” says Dr. Legrain In his de-
scription of the new fragment. *“The
names of the kings and the length of
their reigns, the relation of father
and son, the dynasty to which they
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belonged-and the city which bmei

their capital, the total number of
kings and years and one particular
dynasty, and, best of all, fully de-
veloped lists of succeeding dynasties,
are a leadiog light in the obscure
path of the student of ancient his-
tory. Anything bearing on these
subjects is a most valuable document
for the scholar, the archseologist or
any man interested with the problem
of origins.

“Among the few uncatalogued tab-
lets in the Museum collection there
has come to light, during the last
summer, & fragment from Nippur
which is of unusual importance in this
connection, for it is part of a chrono-
logical tablet that fills a gap in the
early history of Babylonia. It begins
at a point prior to 3,500 B. C. and
comes down to 3,000 B. C, covering
a period of more than 500 years and
connecting up with other chrono-
logical records that have come to
light from time to time.

The Legendary Kings.

“By degrees, thanks to the docu-
ments published in the last ten years,
wo are reconstruc ting Babylonlan
history over the third millenium back
to, the legendary times of the kings
after the flood. The part played in
this reconstruction by the Babylon-
lan expedition and excavations in
Nippur cannot be overrated. Indeed,
Nippur and its temple toward B. C,
2000, at the timeof King Hammurabi,
the very time when Abraham started
on his long wandering career, ap-
pear more and more as a &hter of
religious and intellectual life.

At Nippur records of the past used
to be stored, preserved and compiled
in form of statues, slabs of stone and
votive objects covered with inscrip-
tions and reliefs, recording the names
of the kings, their wars, their vic-
tories and their offerings to the gods.
That ancient institution, with all
pect and all for time and
place, might compare with the mod-
ern abbeys of Westminster and St
Denis. A collection of these inscrip-
tions on a large tablet done by a
scribe of the temple is among the
most precious documents preserved
in the Museum. All the Inscriptions
on that tablet concern three kings of
the dynasty of Akkad, B. C, 2600,
SBargon, Rimush and Manishtusu.

“Besides the newly found frag-
ment the collection in the Museum
contains other tablets of the same
class. One of these 1= onme-half of
what must have been the standard
work on chronology, It was a work
complete in twelve colymns, six on
the obverse frgm left to might and
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gix on the reverse from right to left.
Columm twelve is accordingly the re-
verse of column one, and column
cleven Is opposed to column two.
This half tablet gives on the obverse
and reverse the beginning and the
end of the chronological scheme
down to 2,000 B. C, but gives no
clew to the length of time covered
by the missing portion or how to
connect the fabulous kings who suc-
ceeded the flood with those of the
dynasties of Ur and Isin. Jts text
extends acrass columns one, two &nd
three on the obverse and includes
columns tem, eleven and twelve on
the reverse. Before the gap it fixes
the dynasties of Kish, Uruk, Ur and
Awan. After the gap are given the
dynasties of Akkad, Guti and Isin,

Columns Are Brokea Of.

“The new fragment fits in the gap.
It represents a portion of the text
of columns four to five of the obverse
and seven to nine of the reverse,
with a few signs of columns three
and ten, very useful to link it up with
the text of the tablet just described.
Unfortunately it does not belong to
the same identical tablet. Their
thﬂne-lsdﬂ'qut. It is still more
damaged. Top and boitom of all the
columns are broken off,

“Despite necessary reservations in
presence of a mangled text, the
great interest of the new fragment
lies in the fact that it restores the
main lines of Babylonian chronology
as set down by tradition among the
scholars of Nippur about B. C. 2000.
The Greek tradition of Abydenus and
Berosus must be traced back to it
Four new dynasties of Kish, Hamasi,
Adab and Mari will take rank soon
after those of Ur and Awan and
before those of Upi, Kish, Akkad,
Guti and Isin. We learn, too, the
names of the first rulers of the Guti;
Inbia, Ingishu, Warlagaba and lar-
lagarum, four out of a total of

land 124 years and 40 days,

“This new and welcome informa-
tion must not blind us to the fact
that absolutely reliable éhronology is
actually out of the guestion, not only

In Hamazi . . . -ni-ish became
king and reigned . . . years &c
“Summing up the new chronologi-
g.lchla we may safely establish the

#bout B. C. 2200; Ur, 2300; Guti, 34255

Akkad, 2650; Kish, 2875; Upl, 3000;
before which we have to place at
least eight more dynasties of Mard,
Adab, Hamazi, Kish, Awan, Ur, Uruk
and Kish, about B, C. 3000 to 4000."
The “People of Gutium,” referred

ment in the tablet that they “had no
king.” Was this the world’s first re-
public? And if so, what was its
method of choosing its leaders? Some
of the cities named in the chrono-
logical lists have never been discov-
ered, but doubtless some day they
will be located and no bne knows
what storles of ancient enlighten-
ment their ruins may yield

Dr. Legrain is one of not more than
a dozen living men who can read
and translate Sumerian. This Is &
language that was considered In the
“dead™ class a= long ago as 2500 B. G,
when the later Babylonlan
was in use. He is the author of sev-
eral books and is now compiling a
volume of illustrations of strange
birds and animals that were in use by
the artists of ancieot Sumer and
Babylon. This will show that wvir-
tually every heraldic sign developed
in relatively modern times in all the
Eurcpean countries had its origin
far back in the dawn of histery. .
One of the earliest of these signs
was on the insignia of a seribe. The
record of it was found in the Nippur
collection of tablets oo a lump of
that had been used to seal a bottle of

Babylonian wine. On the cay the

owner of the coat of arms rolled his
seal cylinder, thus leaving an im-
pression that has remained for mare
than 4,000 years.
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Cleopatra Was a
Woman of Merit
Continned from Preceding Page.

Apollodoros in that way fooled the
guard,

“Cleopatra was brought before
Cmsar as a bundle. Before his eyes
the straps were unloogenad, and out
of the bag stepped Cleopatra; like
Aphrodite, according to the legend,
from out the sea shell.

“COwsar was transformed into Cleo-
patra’s spokesman after having been
her judge.”

Brandes discusses the Alexandrian
war for no other purpose than to
present to view Cleopatra, “for
whose sake Cesar permitted his ene-
m’'es undisturbed to gather armies
against him in Asia, Africa, Bpain,
while, if Cleopatra had never existed,
he could have put an end to the
world war at once. For Cleopatra's
sake he found himself in a more dif-
ficult position than ever before, and
on her account he was compelled to
wage war during more than four
years subsequently. No other wom-
an 4id him such harm, and none re-
mained so precious to him until the
last

A Woman of Great Merit.

“Not that this passion was un=-
reasonable or was bestowed upon
one unworthy of it. Cleopatra pos-
sessod not only beauly, that beauty
which takes equal rank with rich
intelligence and rare goodness. Apart
from her attractions she apparently
was a woman of great merit.

“The fury with which ghe was de-
famed by higtorians and poets want-
ing to ingratlate themselves with
Augustus makes no impression on a
modern reader free from bias, and
what, for instance, Plutarch tells
about her long after her time is un-
reliable nonsense that he had heard
from his great-grandfather, Nikar-

ehos, who again built upon evidence

and anecdotes passing from mouth
to mouth during 150 years, mostly
among liberated slaves, and which go
contrary to the facts. It Is a pity
that Shakespeare had no other source
than Plutarch for his presentation
of Cleopatra! True enough, it was
not her he wished to picture with his
portraiture but evidently another
woman much closer to him.
“Caesar never complained of Cleo-
patra. Nor did she give him any
occasion. His love for Cleopatra,
nevertheless, proved rulnous to him
once more when again he saw her
in Rome. On the completion of the
Alexandrian war, and Cessar in the
year 47 left Egypt, she bere him a
son soon after his departure, who
as prince of Egypt was called Ptol-
emy, but whom the mother named
Cewsarion; a deslgnation that Cesar
acknowledged. It is wery certain
that when In the year 46 she ar-
rived in Rome to be near Cesar she
had her tiny son with her,

Hated by the Romans.

“Although ber reception was for-
mal, still she was received in Rome
as Queen over a great country that
was the ally of the republic; she
was the guest of the Diftator and
resided In his gardéns. But her
coming in reality caused great of-
fense; the antipathy of the Romans
rose to fever heat., Not that Ro-
man soclety objected to an MMegiti-
mate love connection. The old fash-
ioned Puritanism existed no longer,
It was a long time sinee the Roman
matron remalned at home at the
epinning wheel.

“That Cesar's name in Rome was
assoclated with some of the foremost
women of the patrician class rather
shed a halo around him than made a
stain, And that in Africa he should
have had an affalr of the heart with
an exotic queen like Eunoe of Mau-
ritania or in Egypt a connection with
the Queen of the Nils, those were
travel adventures and indifferent gal-
lantries.”

of the fact that Cleopatra
means a barbarian queen
by descent, but to the contrary, of
purest Greek stock. However, this
did not matter; she came from
Egypt. And that Cesar should let
a woman from the land of the
eunuchs and the magicians, and
whoee people worshiped deities with
the heads of animals and stuffed
birds take her place at his side so
that all could gaze upon as if they
were a united couple, that was a
scandal. He, a Roman who for the
fifth time had been 1]

“Originally ¢ was the intention
of Catullus that his friend should be
to that period as another Sagho,”
Brandes affirms, “her equal in power
of attraction, knowledge and taste.
Clodia was of an impdsing beauty and
the aristocratic young men of the
day danced attention upon her in

and dictator for the third, that he
should be the lover of an Egyptian—
was an insult and a reckiess disre-
gard for the pride of the Roman peo-
ple. As Merivale has said in “The
Romans Under the Empire,” it had
the identical effect that would have
been caused in the sixteenth cen-
tury should an English peer or a
Spanish grandee have married a
Jewess. It was an open defiance of
public opinfon when Cssar placed a
statue of her in the temple in repre-
sentation of a Roman goddess. It
also caused bad biood that he per-
mitted her to call his son Cresarion.

How the murder of Caesar brought
an end to the relationship between
the Roman and the Egyptian Queen
it is not necessary to particularize
here, Also, in “Antony and Cleo-
patra” Shakespeare dramatizes viv-
idly the further career of Cleopatra
as enchantress.

Clodia and Fulvia.

There appeared on the Roman
stage at the time of Cmsar two
women who played important parts
in the political drama wshich wit-
nessed the rise and fall of the dle-
tator—Clodia and Fulvin. Of the
former of these, Brandes says that
ghe probably was descended from
that famous Applus Claudius Cecus,
the builder of the Applan Way and
the Aqueduct. Her particular admirer
was Cajus Valerius Catullus, and

Brandes declares that the Romans

around this enulo.uuomsm-

her b in Rome, her gardens
along the Tiber, or at her country
place in Bajae. Married to the opti-
mate, Quintus Metellus Celer, who
had been practor in €3 and consul
in 60, he was considered a valua-
tle military man. When he died in
59, wery suddenly, the spiteful ra-
mor had it that Clodia personally or
through her brother had rid herself
of ber husband by giving him poi-
son."

Brandes gives a detalled account
of what happened when Clodia and
Catullus fell out and how the latter
rained abusive language over the
one who formerly he had adored.
Cicero oe a prominent
in all those happenings. As one of
her accusers he brought her before
the Roman seat of judgment. But,
argues Brandes, “to form a true pic-
ture of her presents us with unsur-

mountable difficultics, since we have |

not a single line from her hand or a
work from her own mouth. Her
violent accusers were a discarded
lover and a malicious lawyer who
perseculed her because in her daring
and impudent brother he had found
an enemy. Cireco had busied himself
in a matter that did not concern him
in the least

The Rebellion of Women.
“That Clodia overstepped what
was due old time Roman custom and
morals is indisputable. But she was
no exception in that respect. Eman-
clpation of woman broke over Rome

place

—

during the last century of the repub-
lic. The ladies were getting tired of
sitting at bome while Roman and
Greek courtesans took possession of
their husbands *

Moral censors of to-day shoot
of the mark if they adduce from
what took place two thousand years
ago that the world has changed lttia,
But yet Brandes comes to the defense
of the womankind of that period by
calling attention to the kind of men
that - surrounded a Clodia, for ine
stance. To judge her with some
show of justice, he says, we musf
consider her environment,
enmily contributed duidlym
the bad reputation attaching to heg
character,

“To understand women like Clo=
dia,” affirms the Danixh writer, “hep
sister-in-law Fulvia, and others with
=imilar instinets and methods of acte
ing, we must remember that thelp
blood was untamed. It was not for
nothing that they were the females
to the males who made conquest of
the then known worid. They fole
lowed their impulses, which were ale
ways impetuous, sometimes wild"

-

“If Clodia possesed the beauty of
a bacchante, Fulvia's features were

those of » keautiful but wild
of vengeance. Like Clodia sie 15 the
feminine instinct of the time, but hep
aim lies in the direction of power and
wealth, not to be worshiped by
men. Ambition to rule, coyy
Jeadousy are her 9
She looks upon
last in the historical events then cen=
tering, and she enjoys to make hers
self felt by gathering taxes, take res
venge, have the weaker men
her summons and setting the
stronger rulers agalnst each other
to get back the one on whom dé&=
pended her influence. She did
succeed in pushing ¢ side Octavine
that Antony became absclute
reign, She was no more
in supplanting Cleopatra. Her
was passion's football; her
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